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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. Justice Bucxiey, at his sitting on Wednesday last, had 
a list of sixteen cases only, and of these seven stood over from 
previous weeks. There seems to be a general impression that 
business out of court during the portion of the Vacation which 
has elapsed has been lighter than usual, and the extremely 
short list on Wednesday shews that the court work has also 
diminished. 





THERE ARE this week some additions to be made to our list of 
solicitor parliamentary candidates. Sir J. T. Woopnovuse is 
standing again for Huddersfield; Mr. Sypney Gener for 
Walsall; and Mr. A. F. Warr for the Fast Toxteth Division of 
Liverpool. Mr. H. F. Potzock retires from the Spalding 
Division of Lincolnshire owing to ill-health, Among new solicitor 
candidates are Mr. Enwiy Onartes Rawuines (of the firm of 
Rawlings & Butt, of 2, Walbrook, London) for North Isling- 
ton, and Mr. Donatp Mactan, of Cardiff, for Bath. And last, 
but not least, Lieut.-Colonel Forp, L.0.C., is a candidate for 
the representation of the North Lambeth Parliamentary 
Division ; his motto, according to the Westminster Gazette, being 
‘* Peace, Retrenchment, and Reform.” 





JUDGING FROM some statements which have appeared in the 
daily papers, we imagine that all Parliamentary candidates have 
not before their eyes the Corrupt and Illegal Practices Prevention 
Act, 1895, which makes it an illegal practice, for the purpose of 
affecting the return of any candidate, to “make or publish any 
false statement of fact in relation to the ter or 
conduct of such candidate,” unless the maker or publisher of 
such statement can shew that he had reasonable grounds for 
believing, and did believe, the statement made by him to be 
true. According to Poxtock, B., in the Sunderland case (5 O’M. 
& H. 62), “any false statement, whether charging dishonesty 
or merely bringing & man into contempt, if it affects, or is 
pen co | to affect, the election, is within the Act 
Supposing any gentleman in a county constituency were to say of 
his adversary that he had shot a fox, and he said it for the 
yuan of working upon the minds of the constituency 

uring an election, that would certainly come within the meaning 
of the Act. Again, if any person in a constituency, where one 
of the members was a temperance man, were to say that he had 





seen him drinking a glass of sherry—a perfectly innocent act— 
that would also bring him within the Act.” The main difficulty 
in applying the Act arises from the words “ statement of fact.” 
What is a statement of fact? According to the above-mentioned 


learned judge, “an adjective, or even an adverb, may carry with 
it such a sting as to be a statement of some one particular fact” ; 
but ‘‘a more argumentative statement of the conduct of a public 
man, although it may be in respect of his private life, is not 
always, and in many cases i 


would not be, a false state- 


certainly 
ment of fact.” We can hardly say that the point is made clear 
by these observations of the learned judge. 
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A coop example of the mode in which a party to a contract, 
although not expressly mentioned in it, may be identified so as 
to satisfy the Statute of Frauds is afforded by the recent decision 
of Farwett, J.,in Carr v. Lynch (48 W. R. 616). It is, of 
course, of frequent occurrence that a word is used descriptive 
of the interest of the vendor in the property, and, if it is such 
that the vendor can in fact be identified by it, then, on the 
principle that id certum est quod certum reddi potest, the party is 
sufficiently mentioned for the purposes of the statute. This is 
laid down in a well-known passage in the judgment of Lord 
Carns, C., in Rossiter v. Miller (26 W.R. 865, 3 App. Cas., 
p- 1140), where the sufficiency of the description of the vendor 
as “ proprietor” was in question. It is enough, it was said, too, 
by Jxsset, M.R., in Potter v. Duffield (22 W. R. 585, L. R. 18 
Eq. 4), if the parties are sufficiently described so that their 
identity cannot bedisputed. But, as it was in that case held, the 
term “‘ vendor ”’ does not satisfy this requirement, for the vendor 
in the contract need not be the owner of the estate, and it is 
impossible without resorting to such parol evidence as is inad- 
missible to determine who the particular person described as 
vendor is. In Carr v. Lynch (supra) the defendant had granted 
a lease of a public-house for twenty-eight years from June, 
1885, at a rent of £50. The lease was assigned to Jayne, and 
in 1895 it was agreed between the defendant and Jayne that 
upon payment of £50 an extension of the term for twenty-four 
years should be granted. The £50 was paid and Lyncx there- 
upon handed to Jayrnz a letter signed by himself in which 
Jayne’s name did not appear save as witness to Lynou’s signa- 
ture, but the letter referred to the fact of £50 having “ this 
day” been paid by the addressee of the letter, and the writer 
agreed to grant “a further lease of twenty-four years” of the 
premises which were specified. There were thus two points 
which furnished means for identifying the other party to the 
contract. He was the person who had paid the £50 and it 
would seem also that he was the existing lessee of the premises. 
The first point, however, was sufficient to enable him to be 
identified for the p e of the Statute of Frauds, and the con- 
tract contained in the letter, the benefit of which had been 
assigned to the plaintiff, was held to be enforceable. 





AN INTERESTING point upon the exercise by a mortgagee of 
his power of sale was raised in Born v. Turner (48 W. R. 697). 
Property upon part of which a greenhouse had been erected 
was mortgaged to Sronznam. In July, 1887, Sronznam, in the 
exercise of his statutory power of sale conveyed part of the 
mortgaged property, including the greenhouse, to the 
predecessor in title of the plaintiff. In 1898 SronzHam con- 
veyed the remainder of the property to the defendant. In 1899 
the defendant commenced building operations which it was 
alleged interfered with the access of light to the greenhouse. 
The question arose whether the conveyance to the plaintiff had 
passed to him any right to this light. Had he purchased the 

from the owner in fee, there could have been 

no doubt. The enjoyment of light for the greenhouse 
over the adjoining land was a guasi-easement, in 
its mature continuous and apparent, which would have 
before the Conveyancing Act, 1881, under a 
conveyance of the greenhouse with all lights therewith used and 
enjoyed (Watts v. Kelson, L. R. 6 Ch. 166), and which would 
now pass without any general words by virtue of section 6 (2) 
of that Act. Does it make any difference that the conveyance 
is not by the owner, but by a mortgagee under his power of sale ? 
The mortgagee’s statutory power of sale enables him to sell “ the 
ed property or any part thereof ” (Conveyancing Act, 

1881, 8. 19 (1)), but there is no express power such as that in 
section 3 of the Settled Land Act, 1882, enabling him to sell an 
easement over it. By the enactment just mentioned a tenant for 
life is empowered to sell ‘‘ the settled land or any part thereof, 
Orany casement . over or in relation to the same.” The 
omission of such a power insection 19 of the Conveyancing 





Act, 1881, certainly implies that a mortgagee is not at liberty to 
expressly create and to sell an casement over any part of the mort- 

gaged property. It would, however, as Brung, J., pointed out in | 
the present case, be very prejudicial to all 
property, if the mortgag 


sons interested in the | 


of the property, and which would pass without express mention 
on a conveyance by him. Moreover, the power to sell a part of 
the mortgaged property seems to carry with it a power to convey 
the ordinary legal incidents of the part sold, and this was the 
view taken by the learned judge. ‘The meaning and intention 
of the power in the mortgage is,” he said, ‘that the mortgagee 
may, 80 long as he does not do more than sell the whole or part 
of the property, grant that whole or part, as the case may be, 
with all the legal incidents attaching to the grant of the whole or 
part.” Hence the plaintiff was entitled to the right of light 
claimed by him in respect of the greenhouse. 





Ir 1s a well-known rule that a trustee for sale cannot be him- 
self the purchaser of the property, and although after the pur- 
chase has been completed he may, provided there is no collusion, 
buy the property from the purchaser, yet, as the recent decision 
of the Judicial Committee in Williams v. Scott (1900, A. C. 499) 
shews, he cannot take over the contract from the purchaser 
while it is still executory. In that case the respondent, a 
mortgagee with 2 power of sale, had agreed to sell to the 
appellant land in New South Wales for £550. The title as dis- 
closed by the abstract shewed that the property had been 
devised, by the will of a testatrix who died in 1887, to the 
mortgagor, Davip Austin, and another in trust to sell and to 
divide the residue of the proceeds after payment of debts, &c., 
among eight children. By a deed dated in June, 1889, it 
was recited that the trustees had contracted to sell the land to 
Davin Austin for £550, and it was conveyed to him accordingly, 
and the £550 paid to the trustees. On the face of it this was a deed 
which clearly disclosed a defect in the title, and the present 
purchaser’s solicitors took the objection. The vendor’s solicitors 
sought to get over it on the ground that all the beneficiaries 
had in fact assented, and they produced a document purporting 
to be a release to the trustees dated a few days before the 
conveyance to Davip Austin. Subsequently they set up a 
different case and alleged that the sale had not been made 
originally to Davin Austin, but to a third person, and that the 
contract was subsequently taken over by Davin Austin. 
Neither reply, however, was allowed to be good by the judgment 
of the Judicial Committee, which was delivered by Sir Forp 
Nort. When a purchasing trustee bases his title upon the 
concurrence of the beneficiaries it is essential that they shall 
be specifically informed of the irregularity which they are 
asked to indorse, and there was nothing to shew that this had 
been done on the present occasion. The document which was 
put forward as a release was not, the Judicial Committee 
pointed out, specifically directed to the defect in question, and it 
was quite insufficient for the purpose of curing it. The second 
defence—that the trustee had not himself been the original 
purchaser—was inconsistent with the terms of the conveyance 
and does not seem to have been clearly made out; but in any 
case, since the contract was still executory when it was taken 
over, the trustee’s title would be bad. If the facts alleged, it 
was said, were true, yet the transaction would be invalid upon 
a different ground—namely, that so long as the contract was 
executory, and the original purchaser had neither paid his 
money, nor taken up his conveyance, and the trustees who 
were vendors had power either to enforce or rescind or alter the 
contract, it was not competent for a trustee to step into the 

urchaser’s place and take over the contract for his own benefit. 
t was held, accordingly, that the objection was good, and that 
the title was not one which could be forced upon a purchaser. 





A PAssaGE in a recent judgment of Farwett, J., in Willis v. 
Cooper (ante, p. 698) is remarkable, says a correspondent, because 
it lays down a principle relating to equitabl8 execution which 
is, it is submitted, contrary to a long line of decisions given in 
the Court of Appeal, onl, if relied upon, may lead to much 
disappointment and fruitless expense. The passage referred to 
runs thus: ‘‘ For the defendavts it was contended that equitable 
execution ought not to be issued where there is other property 
of the debtor's which might be taken in legal execution. In my 
opinion the fact that there is property of the judgment debtor, which 


ee could not give a title to such quasi- | might be taken in legal execution, is utterly immaterial. It is the 
easements as are due to the mortgagor's mode of enjoyment | debtor's duty to pay, and, if he does not, he canuot complais 
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of equitable execution being issued any more than if the 
sheriff were in possession of his house under a legal 
execution.” The only ible interpretation to put upon 
the passage I have placed in italics is that legal and equitable 
execution are, so to say, alternative remedies, either of which 
is always open to a judgment creditor, and that in any case in 
which execution at law could issue the court has jurisdiction to 
grant equitable execution, if it considers it just and convenient 
to do so under section 25, sub-section 8, of the Judicature Act, 
1873, even though the creditor has not pursued his remedy by 
legal execution, by suing out a writ of fiert facias against personal 
chattels, or a writ of elegit against land, or in the case of debts, 
proceeded by way of attachment. For the decision of the case 
actually before him it was not necessary for the learned judge 
to lay down this broad principle, because the main question 
involved—namely, whether a receiver by way of equitable 
execution could be appointed to recover untaxed costs, was 
covered by the authority of the Court of Appeal in Holmes v. 
Millage (41 W. R. 354). No execution at law could issue for 
untaxed costs, and therefore no execution by way of appointment 
of a receiver could be obtained ; since the Judicature Act, 1873, 
did not give the court jurisdiction to grant equitable execution 
in any case except those in which it would have been granted 
in equity before the Act—namely, where the right to legal 
execution existed but some obstacle stood in the way of its 
exercise: see the judgment of Corron, L.J., in Anglo-Italian 
Bank v. Davies (9 Ch. D. 275), 





THE curious thing is, continues our correspondent, that, just 
before he lays down the proposition referred to above, the 
learned judge asks himself a question which states truly the 
real nature of equitable execution. He says, “Can I, under 
these circumstances, grant equitable execution, which is a 
substitute for legal execution.” In calling equitable execution a 
substitute for legal execution, the learned judge stated the true 
principle upon which equitable execution is granted. There are 
two conditions which govern the granting of equitable execution. 
The first is that execution could issue at law, and the second is 
that there is some hindrance in the way of the legal execution. 
In Willis v. Coopor Mr. Justice Farwe1t recognized the first, but 
laid down a proposition entirely contrary to the second. There 
is, however, abundance of authority in support of it, In Man- 
chester, §0., District Banking Co. (Limited) v. Parkinson (37 W. R. 
264), which was cited to the learned judge, the principle was 
fully recognized by the Lords Justices, and ten years before that 
Corton, L.J., relying on the case of Neate v. Duke of Marlborough 
(3 My. & Or. 307), said that a judgment creditor “came into a 
court of equity on the well-known principle that a court of 
equity would give relief where a legal right existed, and there 
were legal difficulties which prevented the party from enforcing 
that right at law”: Anglo-Jtalian Bank v. Davies (supra, at p. 
290). This passage was referred to and relied upon in Holmes v. 
Millage (supra, at p. 557). But perhaps the principle received its 
fullest and most authoritative recognition in Re Shephard (38 W.R. 
133), where it was indorsed by each member of a particularly 
strong court. Oorron, L.J., said: ‘ What he[the creditor) gets 
by the appointment of a receiver is not execution, but equitable 
relief, which is granted on the ground that there is no remedy by 
execution at law ; it isa taking out of the way of a hindrance 
which prevents execution at law. If any practice has 
grown up of granting such an order where there is no hindrance . 
t 18 @ practice which has never been brought before the Court of 
Appeal, andis . . . wrong.” Bowsn, L.J., says: “It is equitable 
relief which the court gives because execution at law cannot be 
had. It is not execution, but a substitute for execution.” While 
Fry, L.J., said that equitable execution was only granted when 
the creditor ‘‘was met by certain difficulties . .. which prevented 
his obtaining possession at law.” Finally, this long line of 
authorities was considered, and the principle clinched once for 
all by the judgment of the Court of Appeal in Cadogan v. Lyric 
Theatre (Limited) (1894, 3 Oh. 388). In that case the late Lord 
ye said: “An execution creditor can only come toa 
of equity to enforce his judgment against pro which 
8 not capable of being reached ad law.” in the see cog Bees a 


mass of authority as this it is impossible to uphold the sweeping 
Proposition of Mr. Justice Fanwxnt that the fact that there is 


. | the accounts it was ordered that nothi 


property of the judgment debtor which might be taken 
in legal execution is “ utterly immaterial.” It may be that 
that fact in very special circumstances will not be con- 
clusive against the court granting equitable relief by way 
of equitable execution ; but in such cases the special circum- 
stances must amount practically to impediments to legal execu- 
tion by fiert facias or attachment of debts. This was pointed out 
by the court in Manchester, §c., District Banking Co. (Limited) 
v. Parkinson (supra). It might happen that there were debts, 
but that the debtor had managed to conceal them, or it might 
be necessary to appoint a receiver of property liable to execution 
to prevent someone making away with it. But such exceptional 
cases cannot affect the general and well-established rule that a 
creditor must exhaust his legal remedies before he can success- 
fully apply to the court for equitable relief by way of equitable 
execution. 





THe rEPorT which has just been issued in regard to the 
working of the Inebriates Act, 1898, presents some features of 
legal interest. It is clear that steadily, if slowly, the policy of 
the Inebriates Act is being carried out by local authorities. A 
considerable number of inebriate reformatories have had the 
assistance of county councils in the initial expenses of their con- 
struction, and in some cases the local authorities are paying 
fixed sums per head towards the maintenance charges of the 
patients committed from their districts. In many more cases 
the adoption of this policy is under consideration. We hope 
that it will be widely pursued. The Inebriates Act is a piece 
of experimental legislation. It is scarcely to be expected at 
this juncture that the State will undertake the establishment of 
institutions of itsown. The experiment can be made with much 
greater facility by local bodies, and crime is, after all, a local, 
as well as a national, concern. 








THE ASSIGNMENT OF FUNDS IN COURT. 


An interesting decision upon the validity of the title obtained 
by an assignment of a share of a fund in court which has been 
carried to a separate account has been given by the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council in Hdgar v. Plomiey (1900, A. C. 
431), the judgment in which was delivered by Lord Hosnovss. 
The question arose in the administration of the estate of 
Wrt114m Sueraerp, who died in 1855, having devised his real 
estate to be divided amongst his wife and children when the 
youngest child should attain twenty-one. Each child was to 
take a life interest, with remainder to his or her children. The 
testator left eight children, of whom one was named James. 
The youngest child attained twenty-one in 1876. In 1879 
James SHEPHERD was appointed a trustee of the will, and in 
1882 he became sole trustee. Promizy had bought the 
interest of some of the beneficiaries, and in 1885 he 
instituted a suit in New South Wales, numbered 3,840, for 
sale of the real estate and division of the among 
the persons entitled. A sale was directed, and in 1888, by a 
decree made on further consideration, it was ordered that eight 
separate accounts should be opened, the fourth of which was 
beaded, ‘‘ The account of James Suermsrp and his children.” 
The purchase-money of the land was to be paid to the several 
accounts in certain specified proportions. As regards some of 
should be paid out of 
court without notice to the persons mentioned, but no such order 
was made in respect of Account No. 4. 

In 1893 afresh suit (No, 6,542) was commenced, in which 
Promiey and one of the testator’s children were plaintiffs and 
James Suernerp was defendant. In this it was all that 
some of the land was still unsold, and the plaintiffs asked 
for an account of the rents and profits received by 
James Sueruerp and, so far as necessary, for administration 
of the trusts of the will. They did not suggest any breach of 
trust on James Susrusrn’s part, nor did they apply for a stop 
order against Account No, 4 in the previous suit. In May, 
1894, a decree for an account was made. In October, 1895, 
James Suerueep assigned to Enaar all his interest in the 





testator’s estate by way of security for £725 and interest, and 
the mortgage deed specifically mentioned Account No, 4 im 
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suit 3,840, to the credit of which there was then standing 
£5,158. The deed did not mention suit 6,542, but the pendency 
of that suit was well known to Epcar, the mortgagee. In 
August, 1896, a certificate was made under the decree in suit 
6,542, by which certain moneys were found to be due from 
James SHEPHERD tw the estate, and ultimately, by the decree on 
further consideration made in March, 1897, he was ordered to 
pay into court some £2,500. In the meantime, in October, 
1896, Promizy filed a new claim against Jamzs SHzerPHERD and 
Epear by way of supplement to suit 6,542, claiming the benefits 
of suit 3,840 as if Epcar had been made a defendant to it, 
and claiming also that the sums due from James SHEPHERD to 
the estate were a charge on the fund standing to the credit of 
Account No. 4 in priority to Epcar’s mortgage. 

The ground of the contention can be shortly stated. It is 
that a trustee whois a beneficiary and who has misappropriated 
trust funds must be taken to have received payment of his share 
by anticipation, and that consequently an assignment by him can 
only affect the excess of his share over that payment: Morris v. 
Livie (1 Y. & C. OC. C. 380), Jacubs v. Rylance (L. R. 17 Eq 
341). The Chief Judge in Equity in New South Wales adopted 
this view and held that Piromiey and the other beneficiaries 
were entitled to priority over Epcar—that is, that the fund 
standing to the credit of Account No. 4 in suit 3,840 was 
to be applied in making good the liability declared in suit 
6,542 before anything was paid to the mortgagee of that fund. 
He held that the mortgagee’s case was not helped by the 
circumstance of the fund having been carried to a separate 
account, nor was the question of notice or want of notice 
material. James SHEPHERD had, in fact, overpaid himself out 
of the rents of the estate, and, when he affected to give a 
charge, there was nothing on which the charge could operate. 

The Judicial Committee, however, have held that this decision 
overlooked the true effect of the carrying of a fund to a separate 
account. What that effect is was stated shortly by Lord 
Lanepatz, M.R., in Re Jervoise (12 Beav. 209): “ When a fund 
is carried over to a particular separate account, it is released 
from the general questions in the cause, and becomes marked as 
being subject only to the questions arising upon the particular 
matter referred to in the heading to the account. The conse- 
quence is, that in all subsequent dealings with it, it becomes 
unnecessary to serve any of the parties to the cause except those 
interested in the particular fund; and the court, from the 
heading of the account, sees at once the extent to which it has 
been severed from the other questions in the cause on the former 
hearing.” The utility of separating particular funds in this way 
is obvious, and it was insisted upon in the judgment of the 
Privy Council in the present case. The intention of the 
order opening separate accounts was, it was said, to treat 
each fund as so far separated from the estate that it could be 
dealt with by the separate donees without notice to the 
others. ‘‘That is a step forward in the administration of an 
estate, and itsaves a great deal of expense and trouble. 
The object of separate accounts is to relieve the subject of each 
account from exvtanglement with the others, and to make 
the persons specified in each heading the owners of the fund 
carried to its credit, so far as is consistent with the necessity of 
retaining those funds in court. The retention of the fund 
is not meant to prevent adult owners of interests in it from 
dealing with those interests. The division into separate accounts 
is intended to facilitate such dealings.” 

The question of the effect of an assignment of a fund 
standing to a separate account, so far as regards the 
priority of the assignee over beneficiaries claiming out 
of the fund reimbursement of sums due from the assignor, 
was considered by Cuirry, J., in Re Eyton, Bartlet v. 
Charles (39 W. R. 135, 45 Oh. D. 458). There a fund had 
been carried to a separate account in which the defendant was 
interested, and she had charged her interest. It was subse- 
quently discovered that she was liable to share in making good 
certain breaches of trust committed by herself and the testator, 
which had been wholly satisfied out of the testator’s estate. 
Currry, J., held, however, that this liability could not take 
precedence over the incumbrance upon the fund. He con- 
sidered that the order for carrying over the fund to a separate 
account created a res judicata between the parties to it, of whom 








the plaintiff was one, and since the fund had been treated by 
the order as the property of the defendant, the plaintiff was 
debarred from asserting a title in priority to the defendant’s 
incumbrancer. Similarly, in Hdgar v. Plomley the Judicial 
Committee held that when the fund was carried to a separate 
account, the owner of the fund, according to the account, 
was entitled to deal with it, and to confer upon an assignee 
a title free from any claims which might subsequently arise 
against the assignor. paar, had, indeed, notice of the 
second suit, in which an account of rents and profits was asked 
against Jamus SHEPHERD, but the Judicial Committee held that 
to invalidate his title on the ground of notice, this suit should 
have done more than claim an ordinary decree for an account, 
and should have set up a specific charge of breach of trust. 
‘« Tn every case,” it was said, ‘‘an executor or trustee is liable 
to account, and may make default, the remedies for which may 
be worked out against his remaining interest in the testator’s 
estate. But it would be a new thing to hold that such a possi- 
bility of itself disables an executor or trustee during the whole 


.| continuance of his executorship or trusteeship from makiug a 


good title to a bond fide purchaser of a separate portion of the 
estate which the testator has given tohim.” The decision renders 
it clear, therefore, that purchasers can safely take a title to 4 
fund standing to a separate account, unless they have notice of 
specific equities affecting it. 





A READING OF THE NEW STATUTES. 
Tue Finance Act, 1900 (63 Vicr. ©. 7). 


Sxction 10 of the Finance Act, 1900, introduces for the case of 
conveyances on sale a provision similar to that which already exists 
for leases under section 77 (2) of the Stamp Act, 1891. Thus where 
@ conveyance on sale is made for a consideration which renders it 
subject to ad valorem stamp duty, and in further consideration of a 
covenant by the purchaser to make, or of his having previously made, 
any substantial improvement of or addition to the property conveyed, 
or of any covenant relating to the subject-matter of the conveyauce, 
it is not to be chargeable with any further duty. The section applies 
also to conveyances already made, and removes any doubt as to 
whether they ought to have borne any duty beyond the ad valorem 
duty on the money consideration. ; 

Sections 11 to 14 contain important provisions as to death duties. 
We have already considered in detail (ante, p. 568) section 11, which 
overrides Attorney-General v. De Preville (48 W. R. 193; 1900, 
1 Q. B. 223) and prevents the avoidance of estate duty by a surrender 
of the tenant for life’s estate within twelve months of his death, and 
section 12, which varies the provisions of the Finance Act, 1894, as 
to aggregation. Section 13 abolishes the exclusion of fractions of 
£100, which was introduced by section 17 of the Finance Act, 1896, 
and enables the Commissioners of Inland Revenue to accept 4 state- 
ment correcting au Inland Revenue affidavit without requiring it to 
be on oath. Section 14, which takes effect in the case of any person 
dying since the 11th of October, 1899, allows a remission of death 
duties up to £150 in the case of a n killed in war if the total 
value of the property passing to his widow or lineal descendants 
does not exceed £5,000. 


THe Country Councits (ELEcTions) Act AMENDMENT AcT, 1900 
(63 & 64 Vicor. ©. 13). 


Under section 1 (3) of the County Councils (Elections) Act, 1891, 
the 16th of March, or such other day within ten days after the 
ordinary day of retirement of county councillors as the council of any 
county may from time to time fix, is appointed as the ordinary day 
of election of the chairman and of the aldermen, and as the day for 
holding # quarterly meeting. It is now provided that, in any year 
which is not the yeur of election of county councillors, the ordinary 
day for the election of the chairman and the day for holding the 
quarterly meeting may be such day in March, April, or May as the 
county council shall from time to time determine. 


Tux Cotonta Soxricrrors Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vrcr. ©, 14). 


This Act repeals the Colonial Attorneys’ Relief Acts of 1857, ee 
and 1884, which have hitherto regulated the admission of colon 

solicitors to practice in this oe. The Act of 1857 depended for 
its effect in any colony upon an Order in Council relating to that 
colony, and ma then such order was made British subjects who had 
been admitted as solicitors in the colony — provided the colony 
had a system of law similar to our own, and provided service under 
articles for five years and examination were n for admission 
in the colony, be admitted in England, subject (1) to passing a0 
examination in England; (2) to obtaining a certificate in the 
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scheduled form irom a common law judge in the colony; and (3) to 
making an affidavit of present residence in England and of twelve 
months’ cessation from practice in the colony. By the Act of 1874 
requirements (1) and (3) were dispensed with in the case of solicitors 
who had practised for seven years, and provision was made by the 
Act of 1884 for reciprocal advantages in the case of colonies which 
admitted English solicitors. 

The system under the above Acts is now repealed and an amended 
one substituted. The application of the Act to any particular colony 
is still made dependent on an Order in Council (section 2), and before 
such order can be made, it must be shewn (a) that the regulations 
respecting the admission of persons to be solicitors of the superior 
court in the colony are such as to secure that those solicitors possess 
proper qualifications and competency ; and (b) that by the law of the 
colony English solicitors will be admitted in the colony on as 
favourable terms as it is proposed to admit the solicitors of the colony 
here. When such an order has been made, then (section 1) a solicitor 
of the superior court in the colony who has practised for three years 
may on giving due notice and the prescribed proof of his qualifications 
and good character, and either on passing the prescribed examination, 
or, in the prescribed cases, without examination, and either after 
service of articles of clerkship during the prescribed period, or, in the 
prescribed cases, without such service, be admitted a solicitor of the 
Supreme Court. There is thus a great deal left to be ‘“ prescribed,” 
and this is to be done (section 2 (2) ) by the Order in Council apply- 
ing the Act or by some subsequent order. The Act applies to British 
possessions generally as well as to colonies, and comes into operation 
on the 1st of January next. 

(To be continued.) 








REVIEWS. 
PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS. 


Tue PARLIAMENTARY ELECTION MANUAL: A PracricaL HANDBOOK 
ON THE LAW AND CoNnDUCT OF PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS IN 
GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. DESIGNED FOR THE INSTRUCTION 
AND GUIDANCE OF CANDIDATES, ELECTION AGENTS, SUB-AGENTS, 
POLLING AND COUNTING AGENTS, CANVASSERS, VOLUNTEER 
ASSISTANTS, AND MEMBERS OF POLITICAL CLUBS AND ASSOCIA- 
Tions. By T. C. H. Hepprerwick, M.A., M.P., Barrister-at- 
Law. SEconD EpirTion. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


We remarked, in noticing the first edition of this book, published 
in 1892, that it seemed to us to be exactly the kind of work that 
should be in the hands of every election agent during an election; 
and we are certainly disposed to repeat the observation with reference 
to this revised edition. The book 1s pre-eminently practical, concise 
and clear. It commences with a useful time-table giving the date 
on which each requisite step must be taken, with a reference to the 
section of the Act, which requires it. This is followed by a table of 
corrupt and illegal practices which avoid an election; and then we come 
to the consideration of election law relating (1) to the candidate ; 
and (2) to the election agent and staff, and this is succeeded by a 
short sketch of the procedure on an election petition. The Corrupt 
Practices Acts, 1883 and 1895, with concise notices of the decisions, 
are given at thé end of the book. The work is an excellent one for 
its purpose. 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


The Principles of Pleading: Practice and Procedure in Civil 
Actions in the High Court of Justice. By W. BLakE ODGERs, 
M.A., LL.D., Q.C., Recorder of Winchester. Fourth Edition. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). Price 12s, 6d. 


The Rating of Licensed Houses: A Report of the Proceedings in 
George Cartwright v. The Guardians of the Poor of the Sculcoates Union 
in the City and County of Kingston-upon- Gull, before the Arbitrator 
(W. C. Ryde, Esq.), the Divisional Court, the Court of Appeal, and 
the House of Loras ; also the Arguments and Judgments in the various 
Courts. By WiLL1AmM H. WELLSTED, Rating Surveyor, Hull, Fellow 
of the Institute of Surveyors. A. Brown & Sons (Limited). 

Rogers on Elections. Vol. II.: Parliamentary Elections and 
Petitions, With Appendices of Statutes, Rules, and Forms. Seventeenth 
Edition, Revised by 8S. H. Day, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). Price 21s. 








At the meeting of the Court of Common Council for the City of London 
on Thursday in last week, — the Zimes, the Town Clerk read a letter 
addressed to the Lord Mayor by Mr. 8. F. Langham, the City coroner, 


intimating his willingness to retire if a suitable pension were allowed him. 
Mr. Langham is in his 77th year, and has been coroner since 1884. His 
salary has been £1,085, out of which he has to provide for a deputy, 
officials, and certain outgoings. The letter was referred to the Officers and 
Clerks Committee. 


CORRESPONDENCE, 
POSSESSION OF TITLE DEEDS, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—The opinions expressed in 1 Key & Elphinstone 316, and 
Copinger & Munro’s Rents 74, confirm your opinion, at p. 722, 
that the vendor is not entitled to retain the title deeds, but this is not 
acted on in practice : 40 SoLicrrors’ JOURNAL, p. 782.* Can the vendor, 
as a rent-charge owner, be considered to be retaining “any part of 
an estate to which any documents of title relate” within the meaning 
of the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, s. 2 (5)? (Sandeman v. Rush- 
ton, 61 L. J. Ch. 136, 40 W. R. Dig. 213). B. 

[* Our correspondent’s reference is to a ‘‘ point of practice ” decided 
by the Manchester Law Association—viz., that, under the circum- 
stances above mentioned, the vendor was entitled to retain the deeds. 
—Ep. S.J.] 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


ENGLISH AND AMERICAN MACHINERY CO. v. H. CLARK AND 
HENRY DEAN. 26th Sept. 


LANDLORD AND TgNANT—Duistress—Hire aNp Pvurcuaszs AGREEMENT— 
Macuine Fixep to Fioor or Premises—InJvuncrion. 


This was an ex parte application on bebalf of the plaintiffs for an 
injunction to restrain the defendant H. Clark and his agents from seizing, 
detaining, disposing of, or otherwise dealing with (otherwise than by 
delivery to the plaintiffs or a receiver to be appointed in this action) an 
Otto gas-engine now on the premises 191, Queen’s-road, Dalston, and to 
restrain the defendant Henry Dean, his servants and agents, from disposing 
of or dealing with the said engine or permitting the same to be disposed of 
or dealt with otherwise than as aforesaid, and in accordance with an 
agreement in writing dated the 18th of July, 1898, and made between the 
plaintiffs and the defendant Dean. In support of the — it was 
said that the plaintiff company was regi under the panies Acts 
in the year 1882, and had for many years past carried on an 
extensive business in the supply of machinery for the manufacture of 
boots and shoes, and engines for working such machinery. It was the 
practice of the plaintiff company to let out such machines and engines to 
manufacturers on the hire-purchase system. On the 18th of July, 1898, 
the defendant Henry Dean, who is a boot and shoe manufacturer trading 
at No. 191, Queen’s-road, Dalston, obtained from the plaintiff company 
on the hire-purchase system an Otto gas-engine and certain machines for 
use in his business for a term of twenty-three months from the Ist of 
August, 1898, at a monthly rent of £10, payable during the whole of 
the term or until an option of purchase should have been exercised by 
the said defendant. The engine and machines were set up in the 
premises at Queen’s-road. The engine was fixed by bolts and screws 
to a concrete bed formed on a floor in the premises to prevent it 
from rocking, and until removed as hereinafter stated the machines, 
the subject of the agreement, were fastened to the floors or walls of 
the premises by bolts and screws. They therefore came within the 
principle of Hobson v. Gorringe (45 W. R. 356; 1897, 1 Ch. 182). Both 
the engine and all the machines were from the date of the agree- 
ment until recently used by the defendant Dean for the purposes of 
his trade. The defendant Dean had paid to the plaintiff company on 
account of the rent under the agreement the sum of £183 I4s. 6d., the 
last payment having been made on the 23rd of July last, but he had not 
paid any rent since that date, and had not exercised his option to purchase. 
The premises had been for some time prior to the date of the agreement, 
and still were, held by the defendant Dean as tenant under the defendant 
Clark, who was the freeholder thereof. The tenancy was, it was believed, 
terminable on a monthly notice, but it was believed to be still on foot. 
The rent payable in respect of the tenancy fell revently into arrear, and 
the defendant Olark distrained upon property in the premises. Un the 
19th of September last the defendant Clark enforced his distress 
by a sale by auction, by which all the machines the subject of the 
agreement, but exclusive of the gas-engine, were, with all the other 
property then upon the premises, sold. It was not possible that 
the machines should have n disposed of as the result of such sale, 
except by severing the same from the premises. The s of the 
sale were, it was believed, applied in sati g the amount due for the 
rent and taxes. The defendant Dean had, about the time of the sale, 
executed an assignment of his property to a Mr. Marx as trustee for 
creditors, but the trustee had not yet taken possession of the premises, and 
it was believed he did not claim any property in the gas-engine. ‘The gas- 
engine was, it was believed, still aflixed to the premises, and the plaintiff 
company had notified to the defendant Clark that it was their property and 
that they desired to remove it, but the servants of the plaintiff com: 
were excluded from the premises, and the defendant Clark threatened 
intended to retain the engine and to sell the same for the purpose of 
satisfying the rent payable in respect of the premises. 

Bucx.ry, J., said that, upon the plaintiffs’ undertaking as to damages, 
there would be an injunction over Tuesday next restraining the defendants 
from moving or dealing with the machine.—Oounsnt, Wagget?. Soxrcrrors, 
Wilson, Bristows, ¢ Carpmaet. 

(Reported by J. E. A.pous, Barrister-at-Law. } 
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In the Matier of THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1893. In the Matter 
of THE PROFESSIONAL AND TRADE PAPERS (LIM.). 26th Sept. 


Company—WInNDING-tp OrpEeR—TitTLE or Prtition—Mistake—AmeEnpD- 
MENT— ADVERTISEMENT. 


This was an application for leave to amend a winding-up order of 
Farwell, J., of the 12th of September, 1900, by substituting “‘ Trade”’ for 
“*Trades.”” Qn the 5th of July, 1900, a petition was presented against 
the above company under the name of the “ Professional and Trades 
Papers (Limited),’’ and the petition was advertised and a winding-up order 
made under that name by Farwell, J., on the 12th of September, 1900. 
In support of the application the Consolidated Minera Co. (W. N. 1876. 234), 
Re Army and Navy Hotel (Limited) (34 W. R. 389, 31 Ch. D. 644), and 
Neweastle Machinists Co. (Limited) (33 Soutcrrors’ Jocrnat 140; W.N 
1888, 246 ; ibid. 1889, 1) were referred to. 

Buckxex, J., referred to Re City and County Bank (23 W. R. 936, L. R. 
10 Ch. 470), and made an order that the petition be amended and 
re-advertised by stating the facts above set out, and that the present 
advertisement was inserted owing to the above mistake ia the name of the 
company in the petition adverticements and winding-up order, and that 
by order of Buckley, J., of the 26th of September, 1900, the petition had 
been amended by intituling it in the name of the Professional and Trade 
Papers (Limited), and that the winding-up order would be drawn up seven 
days after the issue of this advertisement.—CounsgL, Pepys. SoLicirors, 
Soames, Edwards, § Jones. 

[Reported by J. E. Aupovus, Barrister-at-Law. | 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
MANCHESTER INCORPORATED LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the annual meeting of this Association the president (Mr. C. L. 
Samson) delivered an address in the course of which he said: I 
fear that the business of solicitors in the country is not on the 
increase, but I think the complaints as to want of work are more 
serious in other parts of the country than in this district. Undoubtedly 
there is, and for some time has been, a great diminution in litigious 
buseiness ; the exact reason for this is not easy to give, but I would 
suggest it proceeds, amongst other causes, from: (a) the great waste 
of judicial s'rength in holding assizes where there 1s no business to 
dispose of, (4) the want of a speedy method of disposing of actions, 
(ce) the frequency of appeals, (¢d) the great expense of litigation chiefly 
in two items—counsels’ fees and expert witnesses, (¢) the heavy costs 
thrown upon asuccessful litigant, (f) the very unsatisfactory way in which the 
tail end of the list at assizes is often disposed of by judges, and (7) from the 
indisposition of judges to try commercial cases involving heavy detail. 
With regard to the first of these causes, waste of judicial strength, the 
remedy is of course patent: a re-arrangement of circuits and a grouping 
of towns. The remedy for the delay in disposing of actions is more 
difficult. Notwithstanding the considerable improvements made recently, 
there are still too many opportunities for interlocutory applications and too 
many opportunities ior litigants to delay actions coming on for tral. 
So also the frequency of appeals is a great deterrent to litigants. So long, 
however, as the decisions of certain judges of first instance are so 
frequently reversed nothing much can be done to remedy this; nor do I 
think that the remedy lies in imposing restrictions upon a litigant’s right 
to appeal. What is really wanted is a stronger judiciary, let the public 
once be satisfied with the personnel of the tribunal, let them feel more 
confident that the decision of the judge is likely to be sound and to be 
upheld, the disposition to appeal, which in the case of an adverse judgment 
by some of our judges is so strong, will disappear and the evil 
will right iteelf. The fact that at present one or other of certain 
judges has decided against a litigant is recognized as an almost 
sure indication that an appeal will be successful. As regards expense, 
take an action for infringement of a patent ; do we not all know that the 
delay, the uncertainty and expense of such an action is a matter of most 
serious moment, and do we not all recognize that something ought to be 
done to bring about a change? A patent trial seems to be looked 
upon by all concerned asa trial that must occupy at least a week, and 
as one on which the most extravagant fees must be paid to counsel, 
and one in which witnesses should air their hobbies and explain their 
views at a cost to the unfortunate client of actually pounds a minute. 
Now, the solicitors’ charges in such an action are very small indeed as 
compared with the other charges, and I submit itis scandalous that in an 
action which requires from the solicitor an enormous amount of time, 
attention, and research, he is compelled to charge in the same manner and 
almost always on the same scale that he does in an ordinary action ; more- 
over, when the client stands aghast at the bill presented, it is difficult from 
the way in which the bill is made out to briog home to him what a email 

the solicitors’ charges are of the total. And this brings me to another 
point I wish to alludeto—namely, that the mode in which we are compelied 
to charge and make out our bills is ridiculous and ought to be abolished. 
Is it not an anomaly in these times that we should still have to make out 
our bills and earn our money by 10s. or 6s. 8d. attendances, by letters 
charged at 5s. or 4s. 6d. each, and by charging for telegrams’ I think 
the principle of graduated charges in accordance with the importance 
of the work done should be much more recognized than at present, 
and # system of remuneration more suitable to present requirements 
should be adopted. Then, again, take the scale of remuneration 
allowed to wlicitors in conveyancing matters. Do we not all know 
that the scale is out of date, and that in very large transactions it is 
quite inadequate, and warcely pays for the time employed by clerks; 





cannot something be done to remedy this state of things and to put the 
whole question of eolicitors’ charges upon a more sensible and busiuesslike 
basis ? 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee for 1899- 
100 . 


Members.—The association now consists of 264 members. Since the last 
annual meeting nine new members have been elected. 

Lessee’s liability for lessor’s costs.—The attention of your committee 
was called to a recent case where certain lessees had been required to pay 
not only the lessor’s solicitor’s scale charge for the lease plus £1 1s. for the 
concurrence of a mortgagee, bat also a bill of £2 12s. 6d. charged by the 
solicitors to the mortgagee who was separately represented. Your 
committee were asked for their opinion as to whether both the £1 1s. and the 
£2 12s. 6d. were properly payable, and they stated that they saw no reason 
for suggesting any variation in the practice as laid down in the following 
resolution passed by your committee on the 21st of Uctober. 1885: ‘‘ That 
in the opinton of the committee the lessee should pay the Jessor’s solicitor’s 
costs of preparing the lease according to scale with the addition of £1 ls. 
on account of a mortgagee being a party to it, but not the costs incurred 
by a separate solicitor acting for the mortgagee. 

Proposed extension of Manchester and Liverpool district registrars’ powers 
of taxation.—A conference between your committee and the committee of 
the Liverpool Law Society took place with a view to joint action being 
taken to obtain an alteration of the present practice of the High 
Court so as to enable the district registrars ut Manchester and 
Liverpool to tax the costs of actions commenced in their 
respective districts, not only in reference to the proceedings within 
their districts, but also of the proceedings in the Court of Appeal. 
A deputation from your ascociation and from the Liverpool Law Society 
waited upon Mr. Justice Cozens-Hardy, at Liverpool, on the 10th of 
January last, who, after hearing the statements of the deputation, stated 
that he considered a strong case had been made out, and he promised to 
communicate with both the Master of the Rolls and Lord Justice 
Smith, the president of Appeal Court No. 2, upon the business. 
Mr. Justice Cozens-Hardy subsequently informed the Liverpool Law 
Society that the Master of the Rolls had prepared a direction to the 
registrars which will authorize the district registrars, unless the court other- 
wise orders, to tax all the costs of the actions and the appeals in matters 
attached to the district registries. Your committee consider that the 
profession are greatly indebted to Mr. Justice Cozens-Hardy, to whose 
prompt and courteous action the satisfactory result is due. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


The death is announced of Mr. Witt1aM SHeEnron, solicitor, of Win- 
chester. On the 25th inst. he had attended and spoken at a meeting in 
support of the candidature of Mr. W. H. Myers, but on his return home 
was taken ill, and soon afterwards died. Mr. Shenton was admitted in 
1869, and was a member of the firm of Scotney & Shentons. He took an 
active interest in the affairs of the city corporation, and had been twice 
Mayor of Winchester. 





APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. W. Buaxe Opcers, Q.C., lately Recorder of Winchester, has been 
appointed Recorder of Plymouth, in the place of Mr. Henry Edward Duke, 
Q.C., resigned. 

Mr. Henry Fiexpina, solicitor, Town Clerk of Canterbury, has been 
appointed Registrar of the Archdeaconries of Canterbury and Maidstone, 
in succession to the late Sir John Hassard. Mr. Fielding has for some- 
time acted as deputy registrar. 





GENERAL. 


The Jewish colony of South Norwalk, Connecticut, have, says the 
Globe, a novel way of punishing petty thieves. They are condemned for 
a certain period always to wear two hats, one above the other, whenever 
they appear in public. The punishment is said to be very effective. 


An address to electors, about to be issued by the Allotments and Small 
Holdings Association, calls attention, among other matters, to the way in 
which the Charity Commissioners are said to be rendering the Allotments 
Act of 1882 of no effect by promoting the sale of charity lands; and to 
the recent return of allotments in Norfolk shewing that the area of those 
held under public authorities is now 2,030 acres, whilst before the passing 
of the Local Government Act, 1894, it was only 378 acres. 


Mr. William George Collingwood, who for thrge years was chief 
assistant solicitor to the Sheffield Corporation, was, says the Sheffield 
Daily Telegraph, on Friday in last week, committed for trial at the next 
West Riding Assizes, on a number of charges of a most serious character. 
Altogether seven charges were preferred against the prisoner, two of 
forgery, and five of theft. The most serious are in connection with the 
purchase by the corporation of certain lands at Langsett. Jt is alleged 
that a cheque for £6,500, payable to the vendor, was handed to Mr. 
Collingwood by the town clerk, and that he forged an endorsement on 4 
banker’s draft, appropriated the money to his owa use, and afterwards 
in order to cover the fraud, had a deed of conveyance prepared, to which 
he forged the signatures of the ies interested. The other charges are for 
stealing moneys entrusted to him, by cheque, for the purpose of paying 
stamp duties and registration fees. 
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It appears from the statement of revenue from estate duty issued this 
week that the Government received from this source in the year 1899-1900 
£13,936,496. There were twelve estates of over £1,000,000 each, their 
aggregate value being £28,172,889, and the duty £2,151,099. Of 
estates under £10,000 there were 6,114, aggregating in value £82,073,904, 
aud paying in duty £2,075,650. No less than 1,289 estates were between 
£25,000 and £75,000 each. The total number of estates dealt with was 
65,341, which reached £292,614,765 in capital value. 

The Hon. Felix Romero, who has just been elected President of the 
Supreme Oourt of the Mexican Republic, is, says the Albany Law Journal, 
justly regarded as one of the most distinguished and learned jurists our 
sister Republic has produced. He was born in Oaxaca, and began his 
studies in the Conciliar Seminary of that city, pursuing his professional 
course in the Institute of Sciences and Arts of the same place. While yet 
a law student, he entered into public life, establishing several newspapers 
which, under his editorial guidance, exerted a wide influence. At the age 
of twenty-three Mr. Romero received his diploma as a lawyer, end 
immediately went to the city of Mexico. His cotton as the head of the 
Supreme Oourt cannot fail to promote stability and confidence, both at 
home and abroad. The fact that a man of Mr. Romero’s high character 
and ability has been placed at the head of the judicial system of Mexico 
will tend to promote closer business and social relations with this country, 
for itis a practical guarantee that all interests, foreign as well as native, 
will be properly rafeguarded. 

Hon. Isaac Newton Phillips, in a recent address before the graduating 
class of an American college, says the American Law Review, advised his 
hearers not to take life too seriously, but to cultivate a little humour in 
the practice of their profe:sion. ‘‘ Don’t go about,’’ he said, ‘* wearing 
the countenance of a dyspeptic owl. Cultivate a sense and appreciation of 
humour, but don’t, oh! don’t step up as a professional humourist. It is 
one of the chief compensations of a practice at the bar that the nervous 
strain and drudgery sre frequently relieved by bursts of humorous light 
between the shadows. lLwudicrous situations arise in the progress of 
litigation, and if you have not seen the sense of humour to enjoy them you 
will miss that which has in it more solace than large retainers. . . . Don’t 
carry your lawsuits about with you for the entertainment of your friends. 
Never talk ‘shop,’ even in your own home. Nothing is more intolerable 
than the lawyer who can talk in society of nothing but ‘ bis quillets, his 
cases, his tenures, and his tricks,’ unless it is the doctor who ists in 
telling you whose head is just now ringing with his latest dose of quinine.”’ 

At the court for the revision of the lists of voters for North St. Pancras 
on Wednesday, says the Times, an interesting question arose as to what 
was parochial relief. It appeared that a person whose name was on the 
list was an inmate of the local infirmary, and an ent took place as to 
whether that constituted medical relief, which would not disqualify. The 
overseers said it was provided by the Registration Acts that ‘‘ where a 
person has received for himself or for any member of his family any 
medical or surgical assistance or any medicine at the expense of the poor 
rate he is not thereby deprived of his right to be registered as an elector, 
and medical or surgical assistance includes all medical and surgical 
attendance and all matters and things supplied by or on the 
recommendation of the Poor Law medical officer at the expenre of any 
poor rate.”” They suggested that admission to the infirmary came under 
the category of ‘‘ all matters and things supplied.’”’ The revising barrister 
said that lodgment could scarcely come under that heading, and it was 
certain that an inmate of the infirmary obtained lodgment which was over 
and above medical relief. He held, therefore, that lodgment in the 
influmary disqualified, and he disallowed the claim. 

A Parliamentary paper has just been issued she the number of 
inebriate reformatories and retreats certified under the Inebriates Act of 
1898. One inebriate reformatory for males and five for females have been 
certified since the passing of the Act, while two more reformatories—one 
for males at Holmwood, Surrey, and another for females at Edgbaston, 
Birmingham—are in course of construction. Four other institutiuns now 
conducted as private ‘‘ homes” are at present conside the question of 
applying for licence under the Acts. Twenty-three counties an boroughs 
have subscribed towards the establishment of the Brentry Reformatories 
—Birmingham and Bristol contributing each £2,000 for fifteen beds 
respectively, and Bath, Birmingham, Brighton, Buckinghamshire, Essex, 
Gloucestershire, Hertfordshire, Kent, Leicester, Middlesex, Monmouth- 
shire, Newport, Reading, Somerset, Staffordshire, Surrey, Sussex, War- 
wickshire, West Ham, Wolverhampton, and Worcestershire each £1,000 
for seven beds respectively. In addition to this original contribution, 
these authorities have agreed to pay the sum of 3s. 6d. per head as main- 
tenance charge for all cases committed from their districts. No State 
reformatories have been instituted or are about to be instituted under 
section 3 of the Act. 








THE PROPERTY MART. 
? SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 
Oct, 4 —Messrs. H. E, Foster & Cnanrrecp, at the Mart, at 2: 
REVERSIONS : 
To One-seventh of a Trust + ~ of £7,000; lady aged 68. Also Life Policy. (See 


Jnevelxth of £1,888 New Goneols 
To One-sixth of £1,888 New Consols; lady aged 68, Also Policy for £500; gentle- 
man aged 40. Solicitors, Mesars. Ha . Woodward & Co., London. 
To £1,000; lady aged 60. Solicitor, F, A, Chinner, Esq.. London. 
To Oo. Onan t Fund ; two lives aged 60 and 68. Solicitors, Messrs. Ford & 
on, 
INTEREST IN POSSESSION of gentleman 21, provided be attains 5; pro- 
perties valued at £25,000 (see parti ). citors, Messrs, Pearce-Junes 


& Co,, London. 
POLICIas:" 


Oct, 4 and 5 —Messrs, C. C. 
elds, 





Shares; 70 Shares of £10. and One Founders’ Share of £100, in 
and Investment Co. (Limited); also the Life Interest of a lady. aged 
6i, in the House, 65, Canrobart-street, Bethnal Green; with Policy. 
Bolicitor, Robert Vi ‘ _ advertisement, Sept p 4.) 
Oct. 5.— Harps & Bran vy, at the at 2: Freehold Ground-rent of £200 per 
— Co., London, (See advertisement, this week, 
p. 3. 








WINDING UP NOTICES 
London Gazette.— Farivar, Sept. 21. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loortep tv Caanorry. 

“Boapicea” Suite Co, Limrren (rv Liqurpation)—Creditors are requi on or before 
Nov 17, to send their names addresses, and the particulars of their or claims, 
to David Edward Brown, 147, Leadenhall st. Gibson, 21, Leadenhall st, solor 

Loxe Eaton Exaiverrine anp Cycte Manvractunixe Society, Lumrso—Oreditors are 
required, on or before Nov 1, to send their names and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Sam. Sutcliffe, Co e Stores, Long Eaton, Derby. Whit- 

ingham & Williams, 


ting! Long Eaton, solors to L 

Samvuet T. Rosrxson & Co, Limrrep—Peta for homey by aera Sept 18 directed 
to be heard on Oct 24. Robbins & Co, 218, Strand, & Morgan, Braéford, 
solors for petaers. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 23 

Suir “ Batkaman”’ Co, Limrtep —Creditor: are 7 os before Oct 20, to send 
their names and addrerses, and the of their or claims, to Captain Dow 
Ditmars Roop, 19, Gerald rd, Oxton, Birkenhead. -‘ornish, Liverpool, solor to liquidator 

Sours Hams Co-opzrative society, Limitep —Creditors are required, un or before Oct 27, 
to send their names and addresses, and the of their debts or claims, to 
a— White, 67, St Michaei’s hill, Bristol. Barnett & Leonard, Bristol, solors for 

iquidator 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 25. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1s CnascERY. 

Empire (Biackpoot), Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 20, to send their 

names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Edward 


Augustus Hargreaves, Grimshaw 

New Hastinepen Priastic Brick Co, Luntren—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 
10, to ir names and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
7 en SS y st, Haslmgden. Whitaker & Hib’ Haslingden, solors 
or liquidator 

Warwicxs Revotvixe Towers Co, Limrep—Petn for windisg up, presented Sept 
Girected to be heard on Oct 24. White & De Buriatte, 38, Hoiborn viaduct, solors for 
petner Notice of appearing must reach the not later than 6 o'clock in 
the afternoon of Océ 23 

Yeavon Raitway Spike Syypicats, Lonarep—Peta for winding > gees Aug 20, 
directed to on 4. Maddisons, 6, Wld Jewry, solors petners. Notice 
¢ aaeeas reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

23 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Goop Samagrran Levee 1283 Orper or Daurps, Mr. W. Underhill’s, Powick, Worcester. 
Sept 10 


Granp Masters Councit or tHe Keiouiey ist Distraicr or tas G.U.0.0.F., Victoria 
Hall, 14, Queen st, Haworth, Keighley. Sept 10 





WAknNING TO INTENDING Hovst Purcuaszrs aNp Lessexs.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary ts thoroughly 
ined, Tested, and Reported upon by an Expert from The Sanitary 
Engineering Co. (H. Carter, C.E., M ), 65, Victoria-street, West- 
minster. Fee quoted on receipt of particulars. Established 23 
years. Telegrams, ‘ Sanitation.”"—{Apvr.] 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 45. 
Last Day or Crate. 
London Gasette.—Fuipar, Sept. 7. 

Be.carn, Joux Starrorp, Finchley rd, Corn Dealer Oct 22 Waterman, Regent st 

B r, Any, Batley Carr, nr Dewsbury Octé Ridgway & Ridgway, Dewsbury 
Besturr, Bex, Batley Carr, = Dewsbury, Corn Merchant Oct 6 Ridgway & Ridgway, 
Bracz, Pease, Alveston, Warwick, Farmer Oct 19 Slater & Co, Stratford upon Avon 


Biacktey, Jsaneuta Mary, Canterbury Octll Furley, 
Bieasbark, Roaenr, Chipping, Lancs Sept 20 Jas 8 Bleasdale and D § Bleasdale, 


Chipping, nr Preston 
Brown, sabes, ae oe Lancs Sept 29 Richards & Hurst, Ashton under Lyne 
Burton, Gent, Norwich 7 Goodchild, Norwich 

Bourrrum, Saeves yee Burgh, Suffolk, Miler Sept 12 A Buttrum aed H Batwram, 
Wood! 

Carr, Grorcs Siarassen, Great Grimsby, Timber Importer Oct 18 Tonge, Great 


by 
Cawkwkut, Ayx, Brigg, Lincoln Oct 18 Freer & Co, 
a Bournemouth Oct 10 & Co, Old Broad st 
Crowrusr, Henry, Manchester, Commission — Wilson, Manchester 
Crowrnes, Levey Exien, Ormskire Oct 7 Manohester 
Dickson, Epwarp Datze., Constantinople, Physician Nov 6 (aprons & Co, Savile pl, 
art at 

Drayspatr, Lieut-Gen Sir Wittiam, Bury st, St James’s, KCB Oct 15 Park & Oo, 

Essex st 


Epwanps, Jemma, Clifton, Glos Oct 4 Kinneir & Co, Swindon 
Sowanea Vaveuss Wru1iaM, Swindon, Wilts, Ironmonger Oct 4 Kianeir & Co, Swindon 
Fea CTOLAT eke “Her a Wectaniagn. cue c Gmead 

“LIN, Heway, 
Fea eee ie an tee MM, Lincs Oct? Dall & Go, Bourne 
sous, Se Ven Cuantes Werttinetox, Haledon, Devon Oct 16 Radcliffe & Oo, 

ven st 

Q: p, Jaurs Morrmrn. Oct 19 Garrard & Co, Suffolk at. Pall Mall Bast 
Gonna, ALBEat ees mg Victualler Oot ® Taylor.Oldham 
Siete Pee SN STE OS emer se Raps 
e y, Rrowarp Pon! on, . 
Hanoinouan ‘Guantorrs zapera, Great Yarmouth Oct 4 & Oo, Frederick's 
c ewry 





For £2,000, £500, £500. Solicitors, Messrs. Munro, Slack, & Co,, Messrs, Sole, 
5 ht, and Mesers. Godfrey & W: London. 
(See advertisements, con, back page.) ans 


mud” Sauem Consrasis, Q@racechurch af Sept 29 Hughes & Masterman, New 
Broad st 
Hivanp, Txomas, Harlow, Basex, Postman Nov 1 Ghirley, Harlow 
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Howert, Ayniz, Beckenham, 
Houeerss, Masrea, East Bergholt, Suffolk Oct 20 Baatoft, 


IcKERINGEL, Davin, —_ Farmer Oct6 Farrar & Crowther, Bradford 

r, Brewer Oct9 Crofton & Co, Manchester 

Lyon, Mary Aongs, Bnswerth, Hants Oct 6 Biscoe & Co, Portsmouth 

Joun Mackenzie, Rownhams, nr Southampton, RN, C B Oct 15 


Kay, Writiam, Hi 
McQuuar. Ca 
Tyler, Clement’s inn 
Miter, Gzorcr Hopper, Whitchurch, Canonicorum, Dorset, 
Axminster 
Mortimer, Wiii1am, Warringto 


NicHo.ts, heaag 6 Oxford, ae ag eo 
Ovszy, Joszru, Royton, Lancs Oct 2 Sixamith, O 


Pick, Mra Saran, Fosdyke Fen, Lincoln Sept 2 Waite & Co, 


Pickerinc, Tuomas, Newby, nr Scarborough, Bacon Factor 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Tuzspay, Sept. 18. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Atperson, Bexsaury, Stockton on —_ Painter Stockton 
on Tees Pet Sept13 Ord Sept 13 
a Ce York, Tobacconist York Pet Sept 13 
13 


Baitey, Montacur Aveustu 3 Anerley, Surrey, Con- 
c Pet Septi4 Ord Sept 14 

Baxer, CuristopHeR Nosggis, Bedford sq, ne 
High Court Pet "July 2 Ord Sept 1 

Beswyioy, Jonn Jamzs, and Georcz WALKER, | 

Varnish Dealers Wrexham Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept13 


Biaxeway, Hanyu, Black Hest, Staffs, Painter Dudley | 
Pet Sept 13 


Ord Sept 13 
Cuapmay, R. Abbey = St John’s Wood, Butcher High | 
Court Pet Au Ord Sept 13 | 


P 
Cotctoven, C E, esfileld Macclesfield Pet Aug 22 
Ord Sept 15 
Cox. Emmy, Handsworth, Jeweller Birmingham Pet 
14 Ord Sept 14 


Corrs, Groncs, “pag : mead Plumber Chesterfield 
Pet Bept14 Ord Seps 1 | 


Fazer, Tuomas, Barrow Soar, Leicester, Coal 
Merchant Leicester Ond Bey Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 
Wholesale Draper | 


Houianp, Tuomas, Fore st, Chea) Onl cent 14 
High Court Pet Sept 14 

Houeues, Abert James, 8t Matin 8, 3 ‘Gowestry, Butcher 
Wrexham Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 1 

Icrtox, Joseru, as ——, a Stockton 

oa Tees Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 | 

Sia, Fraxx Garpyer, Norwich, Bill Poster Norwich 
Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 13 | 

Jonze, Frepenick ALBERT, Margate, Kent, Journeyman | 
Piumber Canter Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

Lockyer, Davin Samvust, Treharris, a Grocer 
Merthyr Tydfil Ord Sept 14 Pet Sept 14 

Masters, Gao. Heathfield, Sussex, Grocer Lewes Pet 
Augi29 Ord Bept 14 

Powe,, Davin Waruvrst, Sey Builders’ Merchant 
Cardiff Pet Aug27 Ord Sept 13 

Powe tt, Jous, yr Tydfil, ~~ oe Agent Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet Sept 12 Ord Se —= 

Prestox, Oxtver, Dewsbury, Bagmaker Bradford Pet 
Rept 14 Ord Sept 14 

Pricer, Joseru, Cradley Heath, Staffs, Gun Da Manu- 
facturer Dudley Pet Septi4 Ord 14 

Pupsgy, Matruew Lvxez, Sandgate, ene ilor Canter- 
bury Petrept 14 Ord Bept 14 

Pucn & ecto" a Fenton, Staffs Stoke upon 
Trent Pet Aug 28 Ord 11 

Scort, Ruts, Great Percy st, Licensei Victualler High 
Clurt Pet Aug 22 Ora Sept 13 

SuHagtaxp. Eraeaim Mittox Buexett, Launceston, Corn- 
wall, er Plymouth Dg t Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 

Simos, oT Hackney +; ee! Maker High | 
Court Pet Sept 13 Ond Sept 18 

Surru, Gzorcz Epwaxp, Altrincham, Joiner Manchester | 
Pet Sept 14 Ord sept 14 

Sxira, Wittiax Txomas, grep * ioe Agent 

Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 13 

xford, Coal Merchant Banbury Pet 

Sept 12 

Warxiss, CuaisTiaxa To Bayswater 


Pet July 20 Ord Sept 13 
Wetca, — Ealing Brentford Pet Aug 2 Ord 


Wurirgnezap, Hexry, Oldham, Confectioner Oldham Pet 
5 Ord Bept 6 


Wuitise, Grozcr, Killamarsh, ar Grocer Chester- 
field Pet Aug 0 Ord Sept 14 
Wuirwortz, Jous, Owlerton, Sheffield, Builder Sheffield 
Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 15 
Wittiams, — North Penrallt, Carnarvon, Moulder 
Bangor Pet Sept is Ord Sept 13 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Aprrcromsiz, Atyzep James, Pontypridd, Fancy Dealer 
sept 25 at 12 136, High st, Merthyr Tydfil ” 
Avsnzap, Joux Jauzs, Uidham, Optician Sept 25 at 12 
‘“ Bank Sut, een Te 
NSELL, mLL14mM, Yor! obacconist Sept 28 at 12.15 
Off Ree, ork 
Azgusox, Groncz, “kc, Leics, Brickyard Labourer 
Bept 27 at 1240 Off Rec, 1, e st, Leicester 
Baxsr, Gronce Hervey, Kingsthorpe, orthampton, Boot 
Sept 26 at 11.20 Off Rec, County Court 
bidgs, Sheep st, Northampton 
Baxeert, Josuva James, Kaghley, Yorks, Picture Dealer 
Sept 2at1i Off Rec, 31, Manor row, ee ee 
Buvspect, Srernues, Hamaell st, Cripplegate Sept 26 at1 
st 


bidgs, Carey 
Eaves, AnTuve, tpg Suffolk, Farmer Oct2at2 Off 
26, Princes st, 
Guezx, Groner is at it Bas 


Tayor, a 
Sept 12 ‘ 
High Court 


tien dems P 
a ortman sq vad | 


Kent Oct 4 Smith, Fenchurch bldgs 


m, Tanner Oct18 Davies & Co, Warrington 


| Wittos, Ware, Kiogs'and, L' 


Ipswich 


Farmer Sept30 Forward, 


Fairfax, Banbury 





Bosto 
Oct 3 Bedwell, Scarborough Soho sq 








Mitcuett, Davin Epwarp, Northampton, Coal Merchant 
Sept 25 at11 Off Rec, County Court bldgs, Sheep st, 
Northampton 

Munpay, ALFRED Ernest, Hanwell, Builder Sept 25 at 12 

Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple av 

Parrick, Jonny, Gt Yarmouth, aasing house Keeper Sept 
29 at 11 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

PiLantE, ALBERT Hopsox, yo Silversmith Sept 
2atil 174, Capen at, Birmingham 

Prestoy, Oxiver, Dewsbury, . Bagmaker Sept 26 at li 
0 31, Manor row, my ford 

Roserts, Exus, Liverpool, Butcher Sept 26 at 12 Off | 
Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Ros. FRANK. Sheppy pl, age aoe Cork Merchant Oct 1 at | 
12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Ryan, Rev Artuvr, Brentford Sept 25at3 Off Rec, 95, 
Temple chmbrs, Temple av 

SHeaipayn, Dupiey, Abchurch In Sept 25 at 11 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Leonagp SuitHERs & Co, st, Covent gda, Publishers 
Sept 26at1l Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Wanruvunst, Joun Tuomas, Pop'ar Sept 25 at 12 Bank- 
ru bldgs, Carey st 

Wuitz, Ramspen, and James Breariey, Golcar, near 
Huddersfield, Joiners Sept 26at11 19, Joho William 
st, Huddersfield 


| WurrE, Stoney, Guiseley, Yorks Sept 28at3 Off Rec, 22, 
Leeds 


Park row, 
Waireseap, Hewry, Oldham. Confectioner Sept 25 at 11 
Bank chmbrs, Queen idkam 


| Witsos, Water, Burton on Trent, — Labourer 


Sept 25at11 Off Rec, 47, Full st, De 

Licensed Vicvusller Sept 26 
at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, "Carey st 

Wirners, Tomas WIi.1s, Bow lane, Cheapside, Manufac- 
turer’s Agent Sept27at11 Bankruptcy bldga, Carey st 

Woot vw — Cuanres, Bolton, Stockbroker Sept 26 
at 3 Rec, Exchange st, Bolton 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

A.pgErsoy, Bens amin, Stockton on Lees, Painter Stockton 
on Tees Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 13 

AvysELL, Wituram, York, Tobacsonist York Pet Sept 13 
Ord Sept 13 





| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Beaumont, Joun Epwix, nae Leather Merchant Leeds | 


Pet July 23 Ord sept 

Buakeway, Haywan ety Heath, Staffs, Painter Dudley 
Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 13 

Busn, Tuomas, Manor Park, Essex, Coal Merchant High 
Vourt Pet Aug 28 Ord Sept 14 


| Howe ts, 


Ciarz, Levi, Congieton, Gener” Macclesfield Pet Aug 10 | 
Ord Be 12 


Cotter, Witu1aMm, Edgbaston, —e Manufacturer 
Birmingham Pet Aug 20 Ord Sept 15 
Chesterfield 


Cutts, Groner, Staveley, Derby, Plumber 
Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 

Forp, Jabez Ocravus, ee Builder Eastbourne 

Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 14 


| Frazer, Tuomas, Barrow upon Soar, Leicester, Coal Mer- 


chant Leicester Pet Sept 15 ‘Ord Sept 15 

Hveues, Atpert James, St Martin's, nr aaa Butcher 
Wrexham Pet sept 11 Ord Sept 11 

Iczron, Josern, Sedgetield, Durham, Labourer Stockton 
on Tees Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 

Jones, Freperick ALbert, Margate, Kent, Journeyman 
Plumber Canterbury Pet Sept 15 Urd Sept 165 

Lockxyenr, Davin Samvet, Treharris, Giam, Grocer Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet Sept 14 ord Sept 14 

Masters, Harry, Heathfield, Sussex, Grocer Lewes Pet 
Aug 29 Ord Sept 15 

Mawsey, Atzert Georcs, Leicester, Builders’ Merchant 
Leicester Pet Bept6 Ord Sept 11 

Mircue.t, Davin Epwakrp, wey wee Coal Merchant 
Northampton Pet aug 23 Ord Sept 15 

a Jeweller 


coves, Francis, Bi nam, Bir- 
mingham Pet Aug 15 Ord Sept 15 
Munpay, Atrraep Erxxest, Hanwell, Builder Brentford 
Pet Aug 8 Ord Sept 12 
Pacuzs, Agraun Hewsry, sieminahem, Plumber Bir- 
mingham Pet one) A on 
i? ~ 8 Joux, Merth Commission Agent 


rthyr Tydfil Pet Hept 12 Ord Sept 12 
Prestox, Oriver, Dewsbury, Bagmaker Bradford Pet 
Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 
Price, CHARLES, “T= 17m Boot Dea'er Birmingham 
Pet Sept 11 Ord Be 


et 
Price, Joszrn, Cradley death, Staffa,Gun Barrel Manu- 
facturer Dudley Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 
Reprears. Waiter Ricuarp, Upton —_ Pawnbroker 
High Court Pet July 19 Ord 


Reyxoips, Nicuoras RBunowe, 1 Cornwall, 
Plumber Truro Pet Aug 18 Ord Sept 15 

——— Ernueaim Mitton Buayett, Launceston, Corn- 
wall, Builder Pl Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 

Simmons, CHARLES, rd, Tei Maker High 
Court Pet Bept13 Ord 3 

Surtn, Grorce Bpwanrp, 4 Chester, Joiner 


Manchester Pet Septl4 Ord Sept 14 
Su:rHers, Leon aRD Crserge, Sine & Co teen, Pub- 
li Court Pet July 17 Ord Sept 1 


High 
Surru, Wiiriam Taomas, Middlesborough, Cycle Agent 


| Middlesborough Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 13 
Terzey, Joun CHarLes Huon, Re’ Sussex, Coal Mer- 
chant Brighton Pet Ord Bept 13 


Aug 4 








Revew, Zosemm, Islington, Cattle Salesman Oct 30 Price & Sons, Worcester House, 
roo! 


k 
Ror, Joun James, Hyde Park pl Oct 27 Stanley & Co, Ludgate hill 
Smatipgice, Grorcz Baker, Woking, Surrey, Auctioneer Oct 31 


Mincing In 
Smit, Mary, Sandhurst, Berks Oct 12 Howlett & Clarke, oe 
SuiTH, THomas, Anerley Oct17 Dommett,&Son, Gresham st 
SourHEE, Ann, Canterbury Oct 11 Furley, Canterbury 
Turner, JANE, Scarborough Oct20 Turnbull & Sons, "Soarborough 
Ty.er, Carotine, Gravesend, Kent Oct 5 —. South Be'gravia 
Warp, Joun, New Hunstanton, Norfolk Oct 12 
Wiuiams, Joun. “5 Fiint, Builder Sept 29 Brassey, Chester 
Yovens, Tuomas, West Kensington, Upholsterer Oct 20 Allen & Son, Carlisle st, 


Hollams. & Co, 


Stewart, Cannon st 


Toxnizs, Avucust Ove, Horsham, Sussex Brighton Pet 
March 8 


Ord Bept 18 
Wuirzneab, Henry, Oldham, Confectioner Oldham Pet 
Bept5 Ord Sept 13 


Wiurams, Jouy, North Penrallt, amen, Moulder 
Bangor Pet Sept13 Ord Sept 13 

Wootway, A.trreD Jonny, Grenville rd, Hornsey Rise, 
Pianoforte Manufacturer High Court Pet Aug 20 
Ord Sept 14 


London Gazette.—Fxripay, Sept, 21. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Brown, James, =! amy Milk Vendor Swansea Pet 
Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 
| Buswexu, Wattes Henry, West Humberstone, Leics, 
Clothier’s Assistant Leicester Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 
BurrexricLo, Cartes Situ, Shipley, Yorks, Fancy 
Draper Bradford Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 
CuapHam. CAROLINE ALBERTA, aaa Spinster 
Searborougn Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 1 
Ciare CHARLES, Winslow, See Coal Merchant Banbury 
Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 
Crark, Frank, Halton a, Lines, Farmer Boston 
Pet S2pt18 Ord Sept 18 
Cook Asruus, Caledonian af, Pork Butcher High Court 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 
Dickinson, Ricuarp Epwarp, Kirton, nr pasten, Lincs, 
Grocer Boston Pet Sept6é Ord Sept 18 
Epwarps, Wi.tiiam, and Epwarp Mrpway, Ethelred st, 
Kennington Cross, Builders High Court Pet Sept 18 
Ord Sept 18 
Evans. Evan Jenkin, Pentre, enane, Tailor Ponty- 
pridd Pet sept 17 Ord Sept 1 
Evans, Grirrita, Pwilheli, fe dll wpa Port- 
madoc and Festiniog Pet Sept19 Ord Sept 19 
Haccer, Ausperr Tuomas, Upper Parkstone. Dorset, 
Watchmik+r Poole Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 
| Harris, Ropert Marsuatt, Par, Cornwall, Merchant’s 
Clerk Teuro Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 
Hawrix, James Henny, Havant, Hants, Music Seller 
Portsmouth Pet Sept17 Ord Sept 17 
Hices, Faep ALBERT, Queen’s terr, St John’s Wood, 
Builder High Court PetSept18 Ord Sept 18 
Howaap, Tuomas. Priestfield, bates te ye pe Fruiterer 
Wolverhampton Pet Sept 17 Ord — 
Davin, Melincrythan, nor eath, Flannel 
Merchant Neath Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 17 
Joanson, Wittiam Joun. Sunderland, Sewing Machine 
Agent yoo gi Pet 4 17 Ord Sept 17 
Jups. James, Gurnard, I cf ‘¥ ealer Tenput ent Ret 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Be; oy 
Kev_veeman, Cuazvezs, Old Kent * Pork Butcher High 
Court Pet Aug24 Ord Sept 19 
Meex, Atrrep BeyJsamin, Parkgate, Cheshire, Licensed 
Vic ualler Birkenhead Pet Sept18 Ord Sept 18 
Sinton, Comme, Bristol, Tailor Bristol Pet Sept 18 Ord 
Sept 1 
Owens, J H, Port Talbot, meen, pulte Neath and 
Aberavon Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 19 
Parritt, Freperick CHARLES, wea, Builder Newport, 
Mon Petsept17 Ord Sept 
Parkes, Gores Joun, Wolver! ampton, Butcher Wolver- 
pton Pet Sept 18 Ord Sep: 19 
Parkinson, Ropert Dennison, Morecambe, Lancs, Joiner 
Preston Pet Sept17 Ord Sept 17 
Prircaarp, R Owen, Conway, Carnarvon, Plumber 
Bangor Pet Sept 3 Ord Sapt 18 
Ricketts, Georcs, Kingston Bogpuirs, Berks, Carpenter 
Oxford Pet Sept17 Ord Sept 
Rorsvuckx, Turopore, Horsforth, York, Quarry Manager 
Leeds Pet Sept17 Ord Sept 17 
Scuorietp, James, Manchester, Fruit Salesman Man- 
chester Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 
Tuomas, Any, Wern, Llangunnock, Carmarthens, Licensed 
Victualler Carmarthen Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 
Tuomas. Cuarves, Bexhill, Sussex, Builder Hastings Pet 
Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 
Visicompg, Wittiam Faepenick, Barking rd, West Ham 
Boo’ High Court Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 
Wenssrer, Georce Witiiam, Kingston upon Hull, 
a —_ Kingston upon Hull Pet Sept 17 Ord 
pti7 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ALpeRrson, Bensamin, Stockton on Tees. Painter Oct 5 at 
3 Of Rec, 8, albert rd, Middlesborough 

Baker, CHRISTOPHER, Norns, Bedford sq, Company Pro- 
moter Oct 1 at 12 Bankru itey bidgs, Carey st 

Cuarmay, R, Abbey rd, 8t John’s4Vood, Butcher Oct lat 
ll Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Epwakps, Witiiam, and Eowarv Mepvway, Ethelred st, 
Ke cross, ee Sept 28 at 12 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, 

Foup, Jabez Ocr AVIUS, , Ee Builder Sept 28 at 
8 Coles & Bons, Seaside rd, Eastbourne 

Fosrer Ropert, and Wacree Baxex, Burnley, Plumbers’ 
bg ne Sept 23 at 12.30 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas 
at, 

Hawker, Wiutiam Jonny, Bournemouth, Photographer 
Oct 1 at1230 Off Rec, Endless st, Salisbury 

Hawkins, James Henny, Havant, Music Seller” Bept 28 at 
3.30 Off Ree, 7 a ra High st, Portsmouth 

Icetox, Journ, Bedgetteld Labourer Oct 6 st 
8 Off Rec, 8, rd, Middlesborough 
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Jaane. Frank Ganowee, Norwich, Billposter Sept 28 at 3 


Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Jones, FrEpERIOK ALBERT, Margate, Journeyman Plumber 
. Deptford, 


Oct4at9 Off Rec, 68, Castile st, 7 

Lz Buurr, Grorer Jou Hypouirs, Trundley rd. 
Horticultural Builder Oct 2at11.30 24, Railway app, 
London Fridge 

Masters, Harry, Heathfield, Sussex, Grocer “Oct 3 at 11 
17, High st, Lewes 

Moore, Wiu1am Gores, Devonport, Butcher Sept 28 at 
11 6, Athensoum terr, Plymouth 


Nurse, Ricumonp, Paradise rd, Clapham rd, Carpenter 
Oct1ati1i Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

om. Jauxs, Arundel st, Strand, Director of — 

77 Oct 1 at 1 Bankruptey bldgs, C 

mm... ames Epwarp, Burgess Hill, Sussex, 
Oct 4at3 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Parttirs, Manx. Salisbury, Wilts, Builder Oct 2 at 12.90 
Off Rec, Endless st, &: bury 

PuILPort, Wittam, Whitepsrish, Wilts, Farmer Oct 2 at 
12 Off Rec Endless st, Salisbury 

Powe tt, Joun, Merthyr Tydfil, Commission Agent Sept 28 
at1Z 186, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Pu ery Marrarw Luxe, Sandgate, Kent, Tailor Oct 4 at 

9.30 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 


Binet, Harry, Sheffield, Builder Sept 28at12 Off Rec, 
Figtree In, Sheffield 

Roxsuck, TuHropore, Horsforth, York, Quarry Manager 
Sept 28atil Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Root, Goopman, Bradford, Wool Merchant Oct 2 at 11 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

SCHOFIELD, Jams, Manchester, Fruit Salesman Sept 28 
at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

SuirH, Grorce Epwarp, —, wena Sept 28 at 
2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manches 

Sire, WitLiAM "Tuomas. Middleboro a. Cycle Agent 
Oct 5at8 Off Rec Office, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

SuTtox, THoMas ALFRED, Penarth, ur Cardiff, — Insur- 
ance Secretary Oct 1 at 11 117, St Mary st, C 

Tuomas, ANN, Liangunnock, Carmarthen, 7 lh 
Victualler Oct 3 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Car- 
marthen 

Vinicompe, Wittiam Freperick, Barking rd, West Ham, 
= — Sept 28 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Jarey s 


Wattox, Artuur Haypon, Nelson. Lancs, Cycle Maker 
Sept 28 at 1.80 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st. Burnley 
Watron, =~ el Nelson, Lancs, Mill Furnisher Sept 


one 


28 at 1 ang Nicholas st. Burnley 
Wenuaw, sony Meat Salesman Oct. 2 at 12 
24, Railway app, tas Bridge 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Baitey, Montague Avaustus, Anerley, Contractor Croy- 
don Pet Sept1é Ord Sept 14 

Baker, Caristopaer Norris. Bedford aq, ge Pro- 
moter High Court Pet July2 Ord sept 19 

Browx, Janes, Sketty, Glam, Milx Vendor Swansea Pet 
tept 18 Ord Sept 18 

BuswE.LL, Water Henry, West Humberstone, _aaere 
Assistant Leicester Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

BurrerFigLp, Caaries SmirTuH, yo a Fancy 
Draper Bradford Pet Sept18 O: 

Crank, Frank, Halton Holegate, Lincs, yt Boston 
Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 

Crank Tuomas, Maidstone, late Baker Maidstone Pet 
Aug 13 Ord Sept 18 

CotctovaH, CHARLEes Epwarp, Macclesfield, late Silk 
Manufacturer Macclestield Pet Aug 22 Sept 19 

Cracas, Ricuarp THory, Haydon rd, oe Butcher 
Kingston Surrey Pet Sept12 Ord Se 

Evans, Evan Jenkin, Pentre and Hafod, lh Tailor 
Pontypridd Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 

Fox, Joszpu Juss, Batley, York, Woollen Manufacturer 
Dewsbury Pet Augl5 Ord Rept 13 

Fursur. Cuarces. King st, Cheapside, eneee Agent 
High Court Pet July 6 Ord Sept 1 

Hacearr, Atsent Tuomas, Upper hein 
Watchmaker Puvole- Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 

Hargis, Ropert Marsnart, Par, Cornwall, Merchant's 
Clerk Truro Pet Sept19 Ord Sept 19 

Hawkix, James Henry, Havant, Hants, Music Seller 
Portsmouth Pet Sept17 Ord Sept 17 

Howarp, Tuomas, Wolverhampton, Fruiterer Wolver- 
hampton Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 

Howe.1s, Davin, Melincrythan, nr Neath, Glam, Flannel 


Dorset, 


Merchant Neath and Aberavon Pet Sept 4 Ord 
19 
Seuneea. Wituram Joun, Sunderland, Sewing Machine 


Agent Sunderland Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 
Jounston, James ALoysius, Dunedin House, Basinghall 
av High Court Pet July 11 Ord Sept 14 
JupE, spun, Gurnard, Isle of Wight, Dealer Newport and 
Ryde Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 
Mancnester, the Most Noble Witi1am Anavus Droao 
~~ oe Portman sq High Court Pet July 5 Ord 
pi 
Merk, Atyrep Breyvamin, Parkgate, Cheshire, Licensed 
Victualler Birkenhead Pet Sept18 Ord Sep} 18 
ane. 7 James, Bristol, Tailor Bristol Pet Sept1s Ord 
pt 
Panrirt, i liceitien Cuar.es, Newport, Builder New- 
port, Mon Pet Sept17 Ord Sept 17 
Parkes, GxoRax Jou, Coven, nr 1) oe Butcher 
Wolverhampton Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 19 
Parkinson, Rosert Dennison, Morecambe, Lancs, Joiner 
Preston Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 
Patrick, Joux, Gt Yarmouth. Lodaing house Keeper Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 17 
Peake, Sipney CuarLes Nevitt, Red Lion ct, Fleet st, 
Publisher High Court Pet Aug 24 Ord Sept 14 
Rorsvox, Tuxopore, Horsforth, York, Quarry Mi 


Tuomas, Axx, Wern, Liangunnock, Carmarthens, 
Victualler Pet Sept 17 Ord 
Wesster, Grorce Wi111AM, Kingston upon ated Beed 

Merchant ton upon Hull Pot Sept 17 Ord 


oe + Joun, —> Sheffield, Builder Sheffield 


2 Ord Sept 17 
Wageret JAMES o TEae Lancaster, Cycle Dealer Preston 


wee Oa Stamfo rd rd, Kingsland 
Victualler High Court Pet Aug 15 Ord Beph if 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Sept 25. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Asson, Joux. Whiston, nr Rotherham, Joiner Sheffield 
Pet Sept 21 Ord Sept 21 

Brarp,Cuaries Ateert, Wandsworth Wandsworth Pet 
July 24 Ord Sept 20 


Buttock, James Henry, Wolverhampton, Grocer Wol- 
verhampton Pet Sept 20 Ord Sept 20 


iP’ 

Catitenper, Mitton Romaine, Gran’ , Surgeon Not- 
tingham Pet Sept 21 Ord Sept 21 

Cuapwick, Jonn, Pudsey, Yorks, Tobacconist Bradford 
Pet Sept 20 Ord Sept 20 

CuHALLoneR, Frank, Blackpool, Plumber Preston Pet Sept 

\ 8 Ou.d Sept 21 

’ Cocks, Witt1am Jouy, Clapham Wandsworth Pet July 
24 Ord Sept 20 


Davis, Tuomas Samus, Old Colwyn, Carnarvon, Plumber 
Pet 7 Ord Sept 21 
OBERT, Swansea, meme Victualler 
Swansea Pet Sept 21 — —~ bs 
Hoga, James, Alnwick, Flo rchant Newcastle on 
Tyne PetSepti11 Ord Sept 20 
Howakrru, : P= —ry Bar Pro- 





Eston, BeyJamiy 





rietor Preston Pet Sept20 Ord 
Hueues, Josera ‘Buse, and WILuiaM ere Green, 
= —- Win Sept 4 Ord 


Seuemin, Tuomas, Long Eston, Dothye, Pork Butcher 
Derby PetSept19 Ord Sept 1 

JENNINGS, Remss, JacoB tee RED Jacoss, Willesden 
Green, Builders High Court Pet May 15 Ord Sept 


2 
Knouns, Water, Penge, Surrey, Corn Merchant Croydon 
Pet Sept 20 Ord Sept 20 . 
— NicHowas, ae, Pork Butcher, Sunderland 
Pet Sept 20 Ord Sept 20 
— Norwich, Carpenter Norwich Pet Sept 22 


it 22 
Leytanp, Jony, Bolton, Spind’e Maker Bolton Pet Sept 
22 Ord Sept 22 


Many, Arrnur, Kippax, Yorks, Cycle Factor Wakefield 
Pet Sept 20 Ord Sept 20 

Mitier, Freperick W, Croydon, Draper Croydon Pet 
Aug7 Ord Sept 18 

Moopy, Joun Frepericxk Baposr, Barnst, Barrister 
Barnet Pet Sept 21 Ord Sept «1 


Morris, Isaac Samvuev. and Sioskes Morris, Derby, 
ee Dealers Derby Pet Sept 19 Ord 


Morton, Davin Wituiam pnt Egg Merchant 
Liverpool Pet Sept 21 Ord Sept 21 

Osporn, Davip, Berkhampstead, Herts, Builder Aylesbury 
Pet Sept 20 Ord Sept 21 

Paytuer, Wittiam Samvuet, Borough High st, Ham 
Dealer High Court Pet Sept 20 Ord Sept 20 

Pearce, “oY Ludgate hill, Licensed Victualler High 
Court Pet mm Ord Sept 5 21 

PERRY, pp tee tings, Fruiterer Hastings Pet Aug 
21 Ord Sept 21 

Pertirer, WALTER, and JoszrrH Broapperry, Ketteri 
Builders Northampton Pet Sept 22 Ord Sept 22 

Puivports, JaAmEs, Sesuipeme, ar Bournemouth, fe . 

Poole Pet Sept 21 Ord —— 21 

Pun —y ANTHONY ersmith, mins Solicitor 
High Court Pet hate 19 Ord Sept 19 

Sxaw, Epwin, York rd, Camden rd, Cheesemonger High 
Court Pet Sept 20 Ord Sept 20 

Suizips, Cartes Henry, a) Te Fitter 
Midilesborough Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Sims, Gzorcr, Luton, Bedford, Baker Luton Pet Sept 20 
Ord Sept 20 


Sranpen, Atrrep Arruun, St. Ives, Cedieiier Peter- 
borough Pet Sept 21 Ord Sept 21 
hele JOSEPH, , Lancs, Stonemason Salford 
t Sept 7 Ord Sept 21 
Wanmkane Davio Hoy.e, Manchester, Commission Agent 
Salford Pet Aug29 Ord Sept 21 
Amended notice substituted for that petted 8 in the 
London Gazette of Aug 17 
Fox, Josrra Juss, Batley, Yorks, Woollen Manufacturer 
Dewsbury Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 15 
Amended notice substituted for that ? renee in the 
London Gazette of Aug 31 


Scarsorovan, Rosert Samurt, Lower Edmonton, Build 
Edmonton Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 27 - 
Amended notice substituted ove that published in the 
London Gazette of Sept te: 


Le Buurr, Groner Jonny Hyrouirs, Deptford, eee 
Builder Greenwich Pet Aug 7 Ord Sept - 


RECEIVING ORDER aaecnInED. 


Tomrxixs, G J, Ilford, —— Merchant High Court 
Rec Ord Aug 23 Rese Sept 19 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Apans, (WILLIAM Cuan.es, Brockley Oct 4 at 11.30 24, 





Leeds Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 x 
Rickerrs, Groner, Kingston a Berks, Carpenter 
Oxford Fet Sept17 Ord @ 
irLty, Harry, Shettield, Builder Bhe eld Pet Aug 23 
Ord Sept ts 
Scuorietp, James, Manchester, Fruit Salesman Manchester 


way app, London 
Buswkt. WALTER Henry, West Humberstone, .—— 
Clo *s Assistant Oct at 12 Off Reo, 1, Berridge 
B S ~~~ 8 Bhip! 
UTTERFIELD, aRLks SmitH, ley, Yor! Ki 
Dra Oct 4at11 Off Reo, 31, or ay 


Cae Canoirve, Aterta, Scarborough Oct 3 at 11.80 


a. CHARL’ , Bucks, Coal Merchant Oct 3 
ati2 1, 8t Aldate’s, Oxford 
Coox, ArTuur, Caledonian rd, Pork Butcher Oct 3 at 11 


bidgs, Carey st 
Coons, Some Saees, Sane Oct 3at 230 North Stafford 
Hotel, Le ey 
Cracas, Ricnarp Tuorx, Wimbledon, Butcher Oct 3 at 
12 24, Railwa: a 
Freer, Tomas. upon Coal 
Merchant Oct 2 at 8 Off Ree’ 1, _ —- st, 


Leicester 
Guxpstone, Joun, Rristol, Solicitor Oct3at12 Off Reo, 
Baldwin st, Bristol 


Harris. Ropert Marsuatt, Par, Cornwall, Clerk Oct 3 
at12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Hotcayp, aaa. Fore st, Cheapelde, Wholesale Draper 
Oct 38 atl 3, Carey st 

JEFFRIES, Tuows, Long by, Pork Butcher Oct 
2at 11 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Joxzs, Tuomas, Smethwick, Staffs, Provision Dealer Oct 
8ati11 174, Corporation st, 

Juve, James, ag rt hed W, Dealer Oct Satill Off 

Newport, 
Lockyer, Davip Samvet, areryaa Glam, Grocer Oct 3 


at lz 106, High ot, Marts Tydel eink 


Lyppow, Cuamat, 
ll 174, C Birmingham 
: burn, Carter Oct 2 at 11 Of 


aetees: Seen eae 

1 

Mayy, 4nRTuvr, Yorks, Cycle Factor Oct 4 at 10 

Off bed an, Wakefield 

Meek, ALraep eye Parkgate, Chester, Licensed 
Victualler Oct 3 at 12 Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 

Miter. James, Bristol, Tailor Oct 3 at 12.30 Off Reo, 
Baldwin st, tristol 

Morcax, Henry, Abertillery, Mon, Grocer Oct 3 at 3 


135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Mokrzis, ay Samvuget, and Wituiam Moras, Derby, 


a Oct 2 at 11.30 Off Rec, 47, 
Full st, Derb: aa 
Nartuay, eence 


Lanes, Harringay Oct 2 at 3 Off 
chmbrs, Temple av 
Pasxes, Fenny ley, Grocer Oct 2 at 12 174, Corpora- 
tion st, West Bromwich 


Paice, CuaRves. Boot Dealer Oct 4 at 11 
174, Corporation st, 

Puca & Suvusotrnam, Pottery, poem, Goat Oct 8 at 3.30 
North Stafford Hotel, Stoke upon Trent 

Rerp, Avsone STEPHEN, Bromley, I Kent Oct 3 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, Hines Bese 

Rickert, Grogae, Kingwion Bagprize, Berks, Carpenter 
Oct 4at12 1, st Aldgate’s, O: 

Surecps, CHARLES a, Redcar, Fitter Oct Sat 3 Off 
Ree, 8, Albert rd, Mid 

Tove Joux, x, Beabary, Coal t Oct 2 at 12 1, 

Teas a WIN, yt Trayier, Antuur, Pembroke Dock, 

Oct 5 at 2.30 Temperance Hall, Pembroke 


D 
Wesster. Grorce WILti4m, upon Hull, Seed 
aa Oct 2 at 11 Trinity Houre la, 


Wuirwortn, Joxnx, Owlerton, Sheffield, Builder Oct 3 at 
12 Off Reo, Figtree ln. Sheffield 

Witwiams, Hersert. Liandaff Station, Glam, Brake Driver 
Oct2at3 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Witutams. Jopy, m, Moulder Oct 2ati11 Crypt 

chmbrs, Chester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Assox, Jounx, Whiston, nr 

PetSept 21 Ord Sept 2 21 
Bowmaker, Epwarp, Sanderlan 

Sunderiand Pet AugiS8 Ord 
Bvuiiock, James Hesry, Wolverham) 

hampton Pet Sept 20 Ord Sept 21 
Burraick, THomas Wititam, 
ham Pet aAug8 Ord Sept 2 
CaLLENDER, Mitton Romaryes, a Liacs, Surgeon 
Nottingham Pet Sept21 Ord 

Bradford 


Cuapwick, Jony, os Yorks, 

Pet sept 20 Ord Sept 
Cuapman, Ratra Sous, St John's Wood, Butcher High 

Butcher High Court 

Heypox, Kiiwoop Eating, Middlesex Brentford Pet 
June 21 Ord Sept 1 
Hicas, Frep ALpeEart, St Joha’s Wood, Builder High Court 
Pet Sept 18 Ord June 21 
Houiaxp, Taomas, Fore st, Cheapside, \ eee Draper 
h Court Pet 14 Ord Sept 21 


Howaarra, CarisTiay, Refreshment Bar Pro- 
Preston Pet 


20 Ord t 20 
Jerratms, Tuomas, Long Derby, Pork Butcher 
Derby Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 21 


Fuowas Smethwick, 
Pet Aug 21 Ord Sept 2 

K&LLERMAN, , *- anprew, Old Keat n Pork Butsher 

High Court Pet Aug 24 Sept 2 

— <) ae Gad Best ee Cora Merchant Croydon 


Jonzs, 


Krvcer, mata, Salada rd. ~_ Manufacturer 
igh Court Jaly 18 Ord 
Lame, Saree _. Pork alee Sunderland 
Pet 20 Ord Se 


mr ts Norwich, Gaeeer Nor@ich Pet Sept 22 
2 


LaNE Weaste, nr seeaeaaeen, Plumber 

anchester Pet July 27 Ord Sept & 

Ley —_ —-, poe odie Maker Bolton Pet Sept 

2 

a. Pe a, Ki . Yorks, Cycle Factor Waketied 
Pet 20 2 


Maartiy, 


Morais, Isaac 








Pet Seph.17 Ord Sept 17 





per 
0 , Jonn, Pu 
we OHN a Ay ork, Tobacconist Oct Satli 





Ord Beps and Wittiam Morais, Derby, 
noah Dealers Derby Pet Sept 19 Ord 
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Morrox, Davin Writ1iam. Southport, Egg Merchant 
. Pet Sept 21 Ord Sept 21 

—: dana High Coart Pet 
ham, Herts, Builder Aylesbury 


a Glam, Builder Neath Pet 


Norse, Ricuo: 
Aug 2t Ord 

Osnorx, Davo, 

Sept 20 Ord 

Owens, J H, Port Tal 
Sept 5 Ord Sept 21 

Perrirer, Warren, and Joszrn Broaperrry, Kettering, 
Builders Northampton Pet Sept 22 Ord Sept 22 
Branksome, n: Fae Brick- 

yer Pet Sept 21 Ord Sept 21 

ScarBorovcn, Roperr —_ Lower Edmonton, Builder 

Edmonton Pet A’ Ord Sept 20 

cor. CHARLES Mi oT mE Fitter 


Puitports, James, 
la Poole 


2 Be 19 Ord Sept 1 
Suge, Same fee Annan, t. _ Hunts, Coachbuilder 
d Sept 21 


Wicxnam. Weevan't on ae } podem de Bt Court 
Pet July4 Ord Sept20 _ 








All letters intended for publication in the 
‘* Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regula: ity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 


NIVERSITY COLLEGE, BRISTOL. 
FACULTY OF MED ICINE. 
The WINTER SESSION will commence on MONDAY, 
OrThie Colles an only Iastituti h f i) 
e y tution in the on < t+) 
land which provides a complete Medical Curricul | 
a ayy ay Be that Students of the ue College shall 
admitted to 2 - = = ~ er al Royal } 
Infirmary and ristol ospital conjointly, and | 
consequently both these institutions are open to all | 


The Infirmary and the Hospital comprise between them | 
a total of 470 beds; and both have very extensive Out- | 
patient Departments, Special Departmen’ oe eee | 
of Women and Children, and of the Eye, Ear, and Throa' 
besides large Out-door Maternity Departments, and Deatal | 


Beadents of of the College *Iso have the privilege of attend- | 
ing the practice of the Bristol Royal Hospital for Sick 
Children and Women, containing 104 beds, and that of the 
Bristol Eye apy with 28 beds. The total number of 
beds available for Clinical Instruction is therefore 602. 

Fever Hospital Practice is attended at the Hospitals for 
Infectious Je wecy of the Sanitary Authority of the Cor- 
poration of Bristol; and Lunatic Asylum ne 
at the City and County Lunatic Asylum, Fish 

Very exceptional facilities are thus afforded Students for 
obtaining a wide and thorough acquaintance with all 
branches of Medical and Surgical work. Each Student 
has the opportunity of onally studving a large number 
of cases, and of acqu' practical ekil in diagnosis and 
treatment. 

Prospectuses and all particulars may be obtained on 
application to 

E. MARKHAM SKERRITT, MI D., , Dean. 











EDE AND SON, 
MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Pa rny! the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 





ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 





SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
Clerks, and Clerks of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 





94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


sna TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION, 
ries Outicn — FORTRATEY MODEL of Sik 
Commissioner of 


ALFRED iD MLN cigh South Africa 
KRU ; LORD SALISBURY ; the 

| Right iHion. Mr. 3 CHAMBERLAIN ; CAPTAIN 
Mr. x J. 5. DARLING, » Contain of the Australian Team of 
| ae 4 Rg TABLE AUX. REPRESENTING 
| RTANT arom oak in ENGLISH HISTORY. 

VISCOUNT HINTON => ORIGINAL PIANO 
Music. 


ORGA 
Orchestral Fh = nl Organ Recitals. 
Admission, 1s. : 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER. ; 


“TEMPLE BAR” | 2 
FILE. 


The Strongest and | 
most Capacious | 

Box File Made. 
Cloth Back and 

Oorners. 

Separate Division 

for each letter of 

the Alphabet. 
Octave size, 2/6; Quarte size, ; 3/6; Feap. sizs 4/- 


ROYAL COURTS STATIONERY WAREHOUSE, 
191 & 192, Fieet-sTREET, AND 1 & 2, Coancery-Laxe, EC, 


c TREATMENT OF OF INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOME. 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c , apply to 
F. 8. D. HOGG, 


___ Medical Superintendent. — 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: J. se mt NEALE, M.B., 
M.R.C.P. Lond. Principal : H. . RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
Study of pai. Thirty R23, i Boscliont 

Legal an Medical References. For terms and particulars 
— Mize RILEY, or the Principal. 


INEBRIETY. 
HOME FOR LADIES. 


(Under the 1879 Act or privately.) 





Children under 12, 6d. Extra Rooms, 64. 


BRAND & CO’S 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 


Prepared from tinest ENGLISH MEATS 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, &c., 


Of ali Chemists and Grocers. 


BRAND & CO., LTD. , MAYF. W., & MAYFAIR 
WORKS. VAUXHALL. LO iN. 8.W 


THE MOST NUTRITIOUS. 


EPPS’S 


GRATEFUL—COMFORTING. 


COCOA 


BREAKFAST—SUPPER. 

















Dr. J. M. HOBSON can receive a few Ladies under his 
personal care. Home life, with every facility for eon- 
genial work and recreation. 

Address : 
Glendalough, Morland Road, Croydon. 


TREATMENT of INEBRIETY and ABUSE of DRUGS. 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 
8T, MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, 
For 9} to 6 Guineas under the rag and Work % na 


Apply to Resident Medical eee 
wid ‘A. E. NEALE, M.B., B.S. 


Telegrame—" Bi Neale, Highshot, Twickenham.” 








'§. FISHER, 188, Strand. 


ACCIDENTS OF ALL KINDS, 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, insured against. 
THEFT INSURANCE and FIDELITY BONDS granted by the 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE CoO., 





Claims paid, over £4,200,000. 
A. VIAN, Secretary. 


Established 1849. 
e424, GCornmnhill, London. 








“PROBATE. (E 


The Members of the LEGAL PROFESSION 
are respectfully requested to kindly Recom- 





mend our Firm te Executors and 


eequiring Valuations. 





VALUATIONS | 
PINK & SONY 


2 Den ae = 


others i 


= 


1 & 2, GRACECHURCH STREET, ‘co, ‘c. and and 17 & 18, PICCADILLY, 


LONDON, W. 


ESTABLISHED 1772. 





